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### Title:
People of the Philippines vs. Datukon Bansil y Alog

### Facts:
On October 28, 1993, information reached Sub-station 3 of the Western Police District in
Quiapo,  Manila,  leading  to  the  arrest  of  Datukon  Bansil  y  Alog  on  allegations  of  his
involvement in a crime. This arrest was primarily based on a tip-off and resulted in Bansil
being charged under Presidential Decree No. 1866 for illegal possession of a .45 cal. pistol
and ammunitions without a license.

The prosecution’s narrative details how the police acted on a tip from an informant, spotting
Bansil with a suspicious bulge at his waistline, which turned out to be a firearm with live
ammunitions. However, Bansil  and a defense witness countered this narrative, pointing
towards a  misuse of  power and wrongful  identification by the arresting officer,  Major
Ortega.

Despite Bansil’s denial and claims of mistreatment, the Regional Trial Court of Manila found
him guilty, sentencing him to reclusion perpetua. Bansil’s appeals raised issues questioning
the constitutionality of the decree under which he was charged, the legality of his arrest
based on his appearance, and the inconsistent testimonies regarding his apprehension and
the possession of the firearm.

### Issues:
1.  Whether Presidential  Decree No. 1866 violates the constitutional prohibition against
excessive fines and cruel, degrading, or inhuman punishment.
2. The credibility of the prosecution witnesses versus the denial of the appellant.
3. The legality of the appellant’s arrest without a warrant.
4. The sufficiency of evidence to prove Bansil’s guilt beyond reasonable doubt.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court reversed the trial court’s decision due to:
– The mootness of the constitutionality of P.D. No. 1866 post the enactment of Republic Act
No. 8294 which lessened the penalties for illegal possession of firearms.
–  Insufficient  evidence and inconsistencies  in  the  testimonies  of  prosecution witnesses
regarding the  actual  possession of  the  firearm by Bansil  and his  identification as  the
suspect.
– The failure to establish probable cause for Bansil’s arrest based on vague information and
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a lack of specific identifiable characteristics linking him to the crime alleged.
– Inconsistencies and procedural lapses in the arrest and subsequent handling of evidence
by police officers.

The Supreme Court’s scrutiny led to the conclusion that the prosecution’s evidence did not
meet the standard of moral certainty required for conviction, resulting in Bansil’s acquittal.

### Doctrine:
The case underscored the principle that in criminal cases, the guilt of the accused must be
established beyond reasonable doubt, and any insufficiency or inconsistency in this pursuit
leads to the benefit of doubt being accorded to the accused. Notably, it reiterated that the
inconsistencies  in  the  testimonies  of  witnesses,  especially  those  involved  in  law
enforcement, can severely undermine the credibility of the evidence presented against an
accused.

### Class Notes:
– **Rule on Arrest without Warrant**:  An arrest made without a warrant based on an
officer’s  personal  observation  must  meet  strict  criteria  for  it  to  be  considered lawful.
Suspicion based on appearance or unverified tips does not constitute probable cause.
– **Standard of Proof in Criminal Cases**: Conviction must be predicated on evidence that
proves  guilt  beyond  reasonable  doubt.  Inconsistencies  in  material  points  of  witness
testimonies can lead to acquittal.
– **Presumption of Innocence**: The accused is presumed innocent until proven guilty, a
principle that underscores the entire criminal justice system.
– **Relevance of Seizure Receipts**: The issuance of seizure receipts for items taken into
custody during an arrest is a procedural safeguard for both law enforcement officers and
individuals arrested, serving as evidence of what was actually seized at the time of arrest.

### Historical Background:
The case took place during a period wherein the legal framework for firearms possession
and its regulation in the Philippines was under scrutiny, leading to legislative changes to
align penalties with constitutional protections and to ensure proportionality between the
offense and the punishment.


